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1.0 DECLARATION FOR THE | NTERI M RECORD OF DECI SI ON

1.1 SITE NAME AND LOCATION. The site name is Operable Unit (QU) 2, Potentia
source of contam nation (PSC) 42 (wastewater treatnment plant effluent polishing
pond) | ocated at the Naval Air Station (NAS) Jacksonville in Jacksonville, Florida
(Figures 1-1, 1-2, and 1-3).

1.2 STATEMENT OF BASI S AND PURPOSE. This decision docunment presents the sel ected
interimrenedial action for source control at PSC 42 at OU 2, NAS Jacksonville.
The sel ected action was chosen in accordance with the requirenents of the

Conpr ehensi ve Environnmental Response, Conpensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA),

as anmended by the Superfund Amendnents and Reaut horization Act (SARA) of 1986.
Thi s deci si on docunent explains the factual basis and rationale for selecting the
interimremedy at PSC 42. The information supporting this interimrenedial action
decision is contained in the Adnministrative Record for this site, which is l|ocated
at the Charles D. Webb Wesconnett Branch of the Jacksonville Public Library.

The purpose of the interimrenedial action for PSC 42 is to |ower the risk of
potential future exposure to humans and the environnent by reducing the

| eachability of contanminated nmedia at PSC 42 to groundwater, and to cl ose the pond
in accordance with Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) closure

requi renents. Upon conpletion of the overall Renedial Investigation and
Feasibility Study (RI/FS) for QU 2, the need for renedial action to address
groundwat er contamination will be evaluated. A conplete RCRA closure of PSC 42
will be addressed in the overall RI/FS for OU 2

The U.S. Environnental Protection Agency (USEPA) and the State of Florida's
Department of Environnental Protection (FDEP) concur on the selected interim
r emedy.

1.3 ASSESSMENT OF THE SITE. Actual or threatened rel eases of netals fromthe
site, if not addressed by inplenenting the response actions selected in the
InterimRecord of Decision (IROD), may violate RCRA closure requirenents, and

| eave a potential groundwater contaminant. |f not addressed, this could present
a future risk to human health and the environnent.

1.4 DESCRI PTION OF THE SELECTED REMEDY. QU 2 is one of three OUs presently
identified at NAS Jacksonville, Florida. This section describes the selected
remedy for PSC 42, the wastewater treatnment plant effluent polishing pond, at OU
2.

The preferred interimaction for source control at PSG 42 is Alternative 3,
devel oped and evaluated in the Focused Renedi al |nvestigation and Focused
Feasibility Study (FRI/FFS) for PSCs 3 and 42 at QU 2. Alternative 3 proposes
stabilizing the pond sludge and the standing pond water in situ. This and other
alternatives considered for PSC 42 are summari zed in Table 1-1. The nwgjor
conmponents of the selected renmedy include:
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<I MG SRC 0495262B>

<I MG SRC 0495262C>

<I MG SRC 0495262D>

Table 1-1

Conparative Anal ysis of Renedi al

Al ternatives for PSC 42

InterimRecord of Decision Operable Unit 2

Naval Air
Jacksonvill e,

Alternative 1: Onsite ex-situ

stabilization Alternative 3: In-situ stabilization

stabilization and onsite re-deposi -

treat- of the polishing pond sludge and

tion of the treated polishing pond

any surface water.
sl udge wi thout contai nnent.

wat er
Criterion Dewat eri ng of the surface water
pretreat -
in the polishing pond, pretreat-
ment and di scharge to the Feder-
ally owned treatnent works
(FOTW .
Overall Protection of Human Health and the Environnent

How ri sks are elim nat-
Al ter- Alternative 3
ed, reduced, or con-

Alternative 1 would provide an
woul d provi de an

i ncreased | evel of protection of

t he i ncreased | evel of protection of
trolled human heal th and the environ-
di sposed human health and the environ-
sent. By stabilizing the sludge,
contam - sent. By stabilizing the sludge

cont anmi nant
cont anmi nant
si zed thereby reducing the risks
t her eby

mgration is mni-
and surface water,

mgration is mnimzed

Station Jacksonville
Fl ori da

Alternative 2: Ofsite

and offsite disposal of the
ed polishing pond sl udge.
Dewat eri ng of the surface

in the polishing pond,

sent,
FOTW

and di scharge to the

Anal ysis is the same as for

native 1. However, since

sludge is treated and
be no

offsite, there wll

nant m gration.



posed by the contam nants.
reduci ng the risks posed by the

Fol | owi ng pretreatnment contam -
cont am nants.

nant concentrations are reduced

to acceptable | evels that would

not pose a threat to human

heal th and environnent.

Short-term or No short-term or cross-nedi a

Al ter- Analysis is the same as for Alter-
cross-nedia effects effects ere expected for the im
native 1.

pl ementation of this alternative.
Conpl i ance with ARARs

Chemnical -, | ocation-, This alternative will conply with
Al ter- Analysis is the same as for Alter-

and action-specific all ARARs concerned. It will also
native 1.

ARARs conply with the RCRA cl osure

pl an approved for PSC 42 at QU
2.

Long-term Ef fecti veness and Permanence

Magni t ude of residual The magni tude of residual risk

risk The magni tude of residual risk
risk due to the sludge at the site is
will be due to the sludge and surface

mnimal. The stabilization pro-
of fsite. water at the site is mnimal. The

cess used to stabilize the sl udge
resi dual stabilization process used to

will reduce the possibility of con-
since stabilize the sludge and surface

tam nants | eaching to the
pri or water will reduce the possibility
groundwater ae well as direct
of contam nants | eaching to the
exposur e.
groundwater as well as direct
ual risk fromthe surface water

There will be no resid-

exposur e.
since it will undergo pretreat-
ment prior to discharge to the
FOTW
Adequacy of Controls Stabilization processes have
sanme as The analysis will be the sane as
been determined to be long term
excep- for alternative 1 with the excep-
source control technol ogi es.
treat- tion that the sludge and the

Therefore, the sludge will have

Anal ysis is the same aa for

native 1.

Anal ysis is the same as for

native 1.

There will be no residual
fromthe sludge since it
treated and di sposed

Al so, there will be no

risk fromthe surface water
it will undergo pretreatnent

to discharge to the FOTW

The anal ysis will be the
for alternative 1 with the
tion that the sludge will be

ed and di sposed offsite.



surface water will be stabilized

| ong term source control
and wi Il have | ong-term source

the surface water will be treated

Si nce

control
onsite prior to discharge to the
FOTW and final discharge to the
St. Johns River according to
NPDES regul ati ons, source con-
trol will not be an issue.

See notes at end of table.

| ROD_PSC. 42
ASW 06. 95

Tabl e 1-1 (Conti nued)

Conparative Analysis of Renedial Alternatives for PSC 42

InterimRecord of Decision Operable Unit 2
Naval Air Station Jacksonville

Jacksonville, Florida

Alternative 1: Onsite ex-situ
Alternative 3: In-situ stabilizatlon
stabilization and onsite re-deposi-
of the polishing pond sludge and
tion of the treated polishing pond

stabilization
treat-

any surface water.
sl udge wi thout containnent.
wat er
Criterion
pretreat -

Dewat eri ng of the surface water

in the polishing pond, pretreat-
ment and di scharge to the Feder-
ally owned treatnent works
(FOTW .

Long-term Ef fecti veness and Per manence--conti nued
Reliability of controls Stabilization is a highly reliable
and Analysis is the same as for Alter-

source control technol ogy.

alternative native 1.

t he

Reducti on of Mbility, Toxicity, or Vol une

Treat ment process and The sl udge woul d be treated

Alternative 2: Offsite

and offsite disposal of the
ed polishing pond sl udge.
Dewat eri ng of the surface

in the polishing pond,

ment, and di scharge to the
FOTW

Since the sludge is treated
di sposed offsite, this
gi ves the best controls of

three alternatives.

The treatnment process and



t he The sludge and surface water
r emedy onsite, ex-situ and discl osed
alter- will be treated in-situ, onsite

onsite wi thout containment. The

sl udge
surface water will be treated
onsite, sent to the FOTW and

then di scharged to the St. Johns

Ri ver.

Amount of hazar dous The total sludge volunme of ap-
Al ter- Analysis is the same as for Alter-

mat eri al destroyed or proxi mately 9.000 cubic yards
native 1 with the exception of

treated and 4 mllion gallons of surface

the surface water being stabil-

water will be stabilized and treat-

lized as well as the sludge.
ed respectively.

Reducti on of nobility, The nmobility and the toxicity of

Al ter- Analysis is the same as for Alter-

toxicity, or volune the sludge contanminants will be
treat- native 1. However, since the

t hrough treat ment reduced due to the binding that
sl udge stabilization is done in-situ the

t akes pl ace between the contam
reduction of nobility and toxicity
inants and the additives. How
could be less than is alternative
ever, the volune of the sludge
vol une 1. The volunme of the stabilized
woul d increase after the treat-
mass including surface water
ment process due to the addi-
and sludge will be increased in
tives that will be introduced
the range of 40 to 50 percent
during the treatnent process.
with the addition of stabilizing
This volume increase will be in

therefore, this

reagents.
the range of 20 to 50 percent.

The toxicity of the surface water

will also be reduced after the
pretreatnent and treatnment at
the FOTW however, the water
wi |l be discharged to the St.
Johns River. There will be no
increment in the treated vol unme
of surface water.

Irreversibility of treat- Stabilization processes are highly

Al ter- Analysis is the same as for Alter-

remedy is the sanme as for
native 1, however, the

will be treated and di sposed
of fsite.

Anal ysis is the same as for

native 1.

Anal ysis is the same as for
native 1. However, the

ment and di sposal of the

is done offsite and
alternative best reduces the
mobility, toxicity and the

of the sludge.

Anal ysis is the same as for



nment

native 1. However,

since the

irreversible on the long term

ot her words, the bonds between

m xing is done in-situ the revere-

t he contam nants and the addi -

ability could be more in this alter-

native.

See notes at end of table.
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stabilization

treat- of the polish

any surface water.

wat er
Criterion
pretreat-

Reducti on of Mbility, Toxi
Type and quantity of

Al ter- The treat nent
treat ment residua

sl udge and surface water wou

be solid material with an in-

Al ternative 3:
stabilization and onsite re-deposi -

tives do not

The treatnment of surface
is also irreversible.

term
wat er

reverse on the | ong

native 1.

Tabl e 1-1 (Conti nued)

Conparative Anal ysis of Renedi al

Interi mRecord of Decision

Naval Air
Jacksonvill e,

Alternative 1: Onsite ex-situ
In-situ stabilization

ng pond sl udge and

tion of the treated polishing pond

sl udge wi thout contai nnent.
Dewat eri ng of the surface water

in the polishing pond, pretreat-
ment and di scharge to the Feder-
ally owned treatnent works
(FOTW .

city, or Volune--continued
The treatnent residual of the
resi dual of the

sl udge would be a solid nateria
d

with an increase in volune in the

range of 20 to 50 percent of the

crease in volunme in the range of

40 to 50 percent.

original sludge volune. The
treated surface water would be

aliquid with no change in vol -

Al ternatives for PSC 42

Operable Unit 2

Station Jacksonville
Fl ori da

Alternative 2: Ofsite

and offsite disposal of the
ed polishing pond sl udge.
Dewat eri ng of the surface

in the polishing pond,

ment,
FOTW

and di scharge to the

Anal ysis is the same as for

native 1.



Short-Term Ef fecti veness

Protection of conmuni -
Al ter-
ty during renedial ac-
trans- peri meter
tion
vol atilization

wi | |

prevent

une.

If required, dust and noi se con-

Berm ng and lining of the pond

trol would be inplenmented dur-

during stabilization wll

i ng dredgi ng and dewat eri ng
pond overflow. Volatil-
operations. Volitilization of

i zati on of sludge contaninants

sl udge contam nants woul d be

woul d be nonitored during stabi-

lization operations.

nmoni t ored during dredgi ng opera-

Wor k ar ea

tions. Wirk area woul d be

woul d be fenced off to contro

access.

Protecti on of workers
Al ter-

during renedi al actions
native 1.
Envi ronnental effects

Al ter-

native 1.

Time until renedia
Approximately 2 to 4 nonths

action objectives are
conpl ete

achi eved
the project.

See notes at end of table.
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fenced off to control access.

Wor kers woul d be required to

Analysis is the game as for Alter-

foll ow an approved Health and

Safety Plan. Underground utili-
ties inthe vicinity will be |ocated
and staked before intrusive

work. There are risks associated
with operating stabilization and
dewat eri ng equi pmrent which will

be addressed in the Health and
Safety Pl an.

No effects are expected to the

Analysis is the same as for Alter-

groundwater. Rel eases of con-
tam nants or particulate to air
expected to have minimal envi-
ronment al effect.

are

Approximately 3 to 6 nonths

woul d be required to conplete

woul d be required to conplete

the project.

Anal ysis is the same as for
native 1 except that during
port of sludge the

of the sludge contam nants

be controlled with foam and

coveri ng.

Anal ysis is the same as for

native 1.

Analysis is the same as for

native 1.

Approximately 3 to 6 nonths
woul d be required to

the project.



Tabl e 1-1 (Conti nued)
Conparative Analysis of Renedial Alternatives for PSC 42
InterimRecord of Decision Operable Unit 2

Naval Air Station Jacksonville
Jacksonville, Florida

Alternative 1: Onsite ex-situ Alternative 2: Ofsite
stabilization Alternative 3: In-situ stabilization
stabilization and onsite re-deposi- and offsite disposal of the
treat- of the polishing pond sludge and
tion of the treated polishing pond ed polishing pond sl udge.
any surface water.
sl udge wi thout containnent. Dewat eri ng of the surface
wat er
Criterion Dewat eri ng of the surface water in the polishing pond,
pretreat -
in the polishing pond, pretreat- ment, and di scharge to the
ment and di scharge to the Feder- FOTW
ally owned treatnent works
(FOTW .
| mpl ementability
Ability to construct Stabilization is a widely used Anal ysis is the same as for
Anal ysis is the same as for
t echnol ogy technol ogy in netal contam na- Al ternative |

Alternative 1. The handling of
tion. Stabilization vendors con-
the sludge material and surface
duct their work onsite (i.e.
water will be the least difficult
using mobile unit) or offsite
in this alternative.
(i.e., at or near a disposal facili-
ty). Dewatering conpanies are
| ocated | ocally. The handling

of the sludge material will be

the nost difficult inthis alter-

native.

Reliability of technology Stabilization is proven technol - Anal ysis is the same as for

Al ter- Oneite stabilization has been

ogy for sludge contam nated native 1. Regul ated
landfills are i mpl ement ed successful ly at

with nmetals. Many proven tech- desi gned and constructed to
other sites with simlar waste

nol ogi es exi st for pretreatnent of m nim ze | eachi ng of
contam - streanms. Unlike regul ated | and-

the water pollutant present. nants.

fills, onsite in situ stabilization



does not have | eaching or runoff

control protocols.

Ease of undert aking | mpl ementation of this alterna- Anal ysis is the same as for
Al ter- Care woul d have to be taken to

addi ti onal remedial ac- tive woul d pose no inpedi nment native 1
avoi d unnecessary di sturbance

tion, if necessary to additional renedialion

of the stabilized treated wastes
when undert aki ng additi ona

i nvestigations or renedial ac-
tions. Disturbing these areas is
undesi rabl e because it may
provi de pathways for reversal of
treatment and weakeni ng of the

structural integrity of the stabi-

lized media.

Moni t ori ng consi der - Air nonitoring would be con- Anal ysis is the same as for
Al ter- Analysis is the same as for Alter-

ations ducted as appropriate during native 1
native 1.

excavation and transportation.

Coordi nation with other Coordi nati on with NAS Jackson- Analysis is the same as for
Al ter- Analysis is the same as for Alter-

agenci es ville personnel would be required native 1.
native 1.

for the duration of renedia
activities. Coordination with
USEPA, FDEP, county and | and-

fill regulatory agencies would be
necessary.

See total cost and notes on foll owi ng page.
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O Table 1-1 (Continued

Conparative Analysis of Renedial Alternatives for PSC 42

InterimRecord of Decision, Operable Unit 2



Naval Air Station Jacksonville

Jacksonville, Florida

Alternative 1: Onsite ex-situ
Alternative 3: In-situ stabilization
stabilization and onsite re-deposi-
of the polishing pond sludge and
tion of the treated polishing pond

stabilization
treat-

any surface water.
sl udge wi thout contai nnent.
wat er
Criterion
pretreat -

Dewat eri ng of the surface water

in the polishing pond, pretreat-
ment and di scharge to the Feder-
ally owned treatnent works

(FOTW .
| mpl ement ability--con-
tinued
Availability and capaci - Stabilization will be conducted in
for Stabilization will be conducted in
ty of treatnment, stor- an onsite stabilization unit. This
st abi - situ for the sludge material and

age, and di sposal ser- unit will have enough capacity to

be con- surface water. A volune in-
vi ces process 9,000 cubic yards of
facility crease of 40 to 50 percent is
sludge. The pond has enough
done expected. Bermng and lining

capacity for the redeposition of
to the pond perinmeter will ,be

the treated material. The FOTW
necessary to prevent pond

has a treatnent capacity of

woul d overfl ow and provi de additiona

about 3 mllion gallons/day and it
yards treatment capacity.

currently runs at half its capaci-
per cent

ty.
stabili -

Analysis is the same as for Alter-
native 1.

Ability to obtain approv- Once the Interim Record of Deci-

Al ter- Analysis is the same as for Alter-
al s from ot her agencies sion (IROD) is signed the approv-
native 1.

al fromthe USEPA and the FDEP

Alternative 2: Offsite

and offsite disposal of the
ed polishing pond sl udge.
Dewat eri ng of the surface

in the polishing pond,

ment, and di scharge to the
FOTW

The analysis is the sane as
alternative 1, however, the
lization and di sposal will
ducted offsite. The

where the stabilization is
shoul d have enough capacity
process 9,000 cubic yards of
sludge. Also, the facility
use up about 12,000 cubic
of capacity (assum ng 50

increase in volunme due to

zation).

Anal ysis is the same as for

native 1.



is granted. O her |ocal regul ato-
ry approval will be obtained
before renedi al action begins.

TOTAL COST 3, 520, 000 6, 050, 850 (wit hout
conti ngen- 2,605, 000
cy for transportation)

Notes: PSC = potential source of contam nation.
RI/FS = Remedi al I nvestigation/Feasibility Study.
NAS = Naval Air Station.
ARARs = applicable or relevant end appropriate requirenents.
QU = operable unit.
VOCs = vol atile organic conpounds.
CERCLA = Conprehensi ve Environnental Response, Conpensation, and Liability Act.
USEPA = U. S. Environnental Protection Agency.
FDEP = Fl orida Departnent of Environnental Protection.
RCRA = Resource Conservation end Recovery Act.
&M = operating end mai nt enance.
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0 site preparation and installation of the in situ nobile stabilization unit

0 berming and lining the area surroundi ng the pond perineter to prevent pond
overfl ow

O in siru stabilization of polishing pond sludge and water, and
O denobilization and site restoration.

| mpl ementation of the interimaction will lower the risk of potential future exposure
to humans and the environnment by reducing the |eachability of contam nated nedia, and
will close PSC 42 in accordance with RCRA cl osure requirenments. The Navy estinmates
that the preferred alternative will cost $2,605,000 to construct and will take 2 to

4 nmonths to inplenment.

1.5 STATUTORY STATEMENT. This interimaction is protective of human health and the
environnent, conplies with Federal and State applicable or relevant and appropriate
requi renents (ARARs) for this limted scope of action, and is cost effective. Tables
1-2 and 1-3 sumuarize ARARs for the interimrenedial action. Although this interim
action is not intended to fully address the statutory mandate for pernmanence and
treatment to the maximum extent practicable, this action uses treatnment for

contami nated materials and debris and, thus, is in furtherance of that statutory
mandat e. Because this action does not constitute the final remedy for contam nated
groundwater at OU 2, the statutory preference for renedies that enploy treatnents that
reduce toxicity, nobility, or volune as a principal elenent will be addressed by the
final response action(s) for groundwater. This interimaction does address the
reduction of toxicity and nmobility for contanminated materials (soil) considered in
this remedy. Subsequent actions are planned to address the potential threats posed
by the conditions in the groundwater at OU 2.



Because this is an IROD, review of this site and of this renedy will be ongoing as
the Navy continues to develop final renedial alternatives for QU 2.

1.6 SI GNATURE AND SUPPORT AGENCY ACCEPTANCE OF THE REMEDY

Captain R E. Resavage
Commandi ng Officer, NAS Jacksonville Dat e
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0 site preparation and installation of the in situ nobile stabilization unit,

0 bernming and lining the area surroundi ng the pond perineter to prevent pond
overfl ow,

O in situ stabilization of polishing pond sludge and water, and
O denobilization and site restoration.

I mpl ementation of the interimaction will lower the risk of protective future exposure
to humans and the environnment by reducing the |eachability of contam nated nedia, and
will close PSC 42 in accordance with RCRA cl osure requirenments. The Navy estinmates
that the preferred alternative will cost $2,605,000 to construct and will take 2 to
nmont hs to i npl enent.

1.5 STATUTORY STATEMENT. This interimaction is protective of human health and the
environnent, conplies with Federal and State applicable or relevant and appropriate
requi renents (ARARs) for this limted scope of action, and is cost effective. Tables
1-2 and 1-3 sumuarize ARARs for the interimrenedial action. Although this interim
action is not intended to fully address the statutory mandate for pernmanence and
treatment to the maximum extent practicable, this action uses treatnent for

contami nated materials and debris and, thus, is in furtherance of that statutory
mandat e. Because this action does not constitute the final renmedy for contam nated
groundwater at OU 2, the statutory preference for renedies that enploy treatnents that
reduce toxicity, nobility, or volune as a principal elenent will he addressed by the
final response action(s) for groundwater. This interimaction does address the
reduction of toxicity and nmobility for contanminated materials (soil) considered in
this remedy. Subsequent actions are planned to address the potential threats posed
by the conditions in the groundwater at OU 2.

Because this is an IROD, review of this site and of this renedy will be on ongoing as
the Navy continues to develop final renedial alternatives for QU 2.

L.6 SI GNATURE AND SUPPORT AGENCY ACCEPTANCE OF THE REMEDY

Captain R D. Resavage
Commandi ng Officer, NAS Jacksonville Dat e



Table 1-2
Synopsis of Potential Federal and State Chem cal - Specific ARARs for PSC
42

InterimRecord of Decision, Operable Unit 2
Naval Air Station Jacksonville
Jacksonville, Florida

Federal Standards and
Requi renent s Requi renents Synopsi s
Consideration in the Renedi al Response Process

Occupational Safety and Health Est abl i shes pernissible exposure limts for workpl ace
exposure St andards are applicable for worker exposure to OSHA hazar dous
Act (OSHA), Occupati onal to a specific listing of Chemi cals.

chemicals during remedial activities.
Heal th and Safety Regul ati ons
[29 CFR Pad 1910, Subpart Z]

Resource Conservation and Defines those solid wastes subject to regulation as
hazar dous These requirenments define RCRA-regul ated wastes, thereby delineating
Recovery Act (RCRA), ldentifi- wast es under 40 CFR Parts 262-265

accept abl e managenment approaches for listed and characteristically
cation and Listing of Hazardous

hazar dous wastes that should be incorporated into the characterization
Wastes [40 CFR Part 261]

and renedi ati on el ements of renedial response at PSC 42.

RCRA, Rel eases from Solid Est abl i shes the requirenents for solid waste managenent
units This rule is relevant and appropriate for Conprehensive Environnenta

Wast e Managenent Units [40 (SWWMUs) at RCRA regul ated tenporary storage and di sposa
Response, Conpensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA) sites contam nated

CFR Part 264, Subpart F] (TSD) facilities. The scope of the regul ation enconpasses

wi t h RCRA hazardous constituents, and potential applicable requirenments

groundwat er protection standards (RCRA maxi mum cont am -
for groundwater renediati on executed under the RCRA Corrective Action

nant |evels [MCLs]), point of conpliance, conpliance
peri od, Program However, these requirenents are not applicable to Superfund

and requirenents for groundwater nonitoring.
sites unless the action involves active placenent in regulated units after

July 26, 1982.

Not es: ARARs = applicable or relevant and appropriate requirenents.
CFR = code of Federal Regul ations.

Table 1-3
Synopsis of Action-Specific Federal and State Applicable or Rel evant and Appropriate
Requi renments ( ARARs)
for Potential Source of Contam nation (PSC) 42 at Operable Unit (QU) 2



InterimRecord of Decision, Operable Unit 2
Naval Air Station Jacksonville
Jacksonville, Florida

Federal or State Standards
and Requirenents St at us Requi renents Synopsi s
Consideration in the Renedi al Response Process

Occupational Safety and Appl i cabl e Est abl i shes pernissible exposure limts for
wor kpl ace The renedial alternative at PSC 42 will require workers to be
Heal th Act (OSHA) Regul a- exposure to a specific listing of chem cals.

exposed to RCRA-regul ated |isted hazardous waste. Therefore,
tions, QOccupational Health

exposure limts set forth in this regulation are applicable.
and Safety Regul ati ons 129
CFR, Part 1910, Subpart Z]

RCRA Regul ati ons, Closure Rel evant and Details general requirenments for closure and
post -cl osure The substantive requirenments of the rule, including groundwater

and Post-Cl osure [40 CFR appropriate of hazardous waste facilities, including
i nstallation of monitoring, will be nmet as part of the renedial alternative at this

Part 264] groundwat er noni tori ng program
site. The corrective action plan will be revised to reflect the

response action selected through the CERCLA process.

RCRA Regul ati ons, Surface Rel evant and Applies to owners and operators that use
surface im Because this renedial action involves the placenent of RCRA-

| mpoundnents [40 CFR Part appropri ate poundnments to treat, store, or dispose of
hazar dous wast e. regul at ed hazardous wastes in surface inmpoundrments, this

264, Subpart K]
regul ation is relevant and appropriate. Closure requirenents

shoul d be considered for renedial actions for surface inpound-

ment s.

RCRA Regul ati ons, Use and Rel evant and Sets standards for the storage of containers
of hazardous If the inplenmentation of the renedial alternative involves the

Managenment of Containers appropri ate wast e.

storage of containers containing RCRA-regul ated waste onsite,
[40 CFR, Part 264, Subpart 1]

the substantive requirenments established in this rule will be net.
RCRA Regul ati ons, Land Rel evant and Est abl i shes procedures and operating
requi renents for The treatnment alternative of hazardous waste should neet the
Treatment [40 CFR Part 264, appropri ate both cl osure and post-closure of |and
treatment units. substantive construction, nonitoring, operational, and closure
Subpart L]

standards established within this regulation.

See notes at end of table.



Tabl e 1-31 (Conti nued)
Synopsis of Action-Specific Federal and State Applicable or Rel evant and Appropriate
Requi renments ( ARARs)
for Potential Source of Contam nation (PSC) 42 at Operable Unit (QU) 2

InterimRecord of Decision, Operable Unit 2
Navel Air Station Jacksonville
Jacksonville, Florida

Federal or State Standards St at us Requi renents Synopsi s
Consideration in the Renedi al Response Process
and Requirenents

RCRA Regul ati ons, Waste Rel evant and Est abl i shes procedures and operating
requi renents for Because the renedial action chosen involves the placenent of

Piles [40 CFR Part 264, appropriate both cl osure and post-closure of waste
piles. If renoval or CERCLA generated RCRA |isted hazardous waste in waste piles,

Subpart L] deoont anmi nati on of all contani nated subsoi
is not possi- the substantive requirenments established in this rule will be net.

bl e, closure and post-closure requirenents
for landfills
nmust be attained.

Solid Waste Di sposal Act Appl i cabl e Est abli shed criteria for use in deternining
whi ch solid For waste identified as non-hazardous the substantive require-

Regul ations, Criteria for C as- waste disposal facilities and practices
pose a reasonabl e ments of this rule will be net.

sification of Solid Waste Di s- probability of adverse effect on public
health or the

posal Facilities and Practices envi ronnent and, therefore, constitute
prohi bited open

142 USC 6901-6987 and 40 dunps.

CFR Part 257)

Chapter 62.730, FAC, Florida Rel evant and Adopts by reference appropriate section of
40 CFR and Both the substantive and permtting requirenments of this regul a-

Hazar dous Waste Rule, Au- appropri ate establishes mnor additions to these
regul ati ons concer n- tion will be considered in design of the renedy.

gust 1990 ing the generation, storage, treatnent,

transportation, and
di sposal of hazardous wastes.

Department of Transportation Appl i cabl e This regul ati on established the procedures
for packagi ng, Requi renents established in this rule will be net during trans-

Rul es for Transportation of | abel ing, and transporting of hazardous
mat eri al s. portation of hazardous material fromthe site for |aboratory

Hazar dous Materials [49 CFR

anal ysis, treatnment, or disposal
Parts 107, 117, 173, 148, and
179]



RCRA Regul ati ons, LDRs for Rel evant and This rule sets forth four options for

managenent of If debris is encountered as part of the interimrenedial action

Newl y Listed Wastes and appropriate hazardous debris: (1) treat the debris to
per formance one of the four managenent options for hazardous debris will be

Hazar dous Debris [40 CFR, standards established in this rule through
1 of 17 approved i mpl emrent ed.

Parts 148, 260, 261, 262, 264, technol ogi es, (2) obtain a ruling from
USEPA t hat the

265, 270, and 271] debris no |l onger contains hazardous debris,

(3) treat the

debris using a technol ogy approved through
an "equiva-

| ent technol ogy denonstration,” or (4)
treat the debris to

exi sting LDR standards for wastes
contami nating the

debris and continue to nmanage under RCRA
regul ati ons,

Subtitle C

See notes at end of table

Tabl e 1-3 (Conti nued)
Synopsis of Action-Specific Federal and State Applicable or Rel evant and Appropriate
Requi renents ( ARARs)
for Potential Source of Contam nation (PSC) 42 at Operable Unit (QU) 2

InterimRecord of Decision, Operable Unit 2
Naval Air Station Jacksonville
Jacksonville, Florida

Federal or State Standards
and St at us Requi renents Synopsi s
Consideration in the Renedi al Response Process
Requi renent s

Occupational Safety and Appl i cabl e This act requires establishment of prograns to
assure This regulation is applicable because during renedial action at

Heal th Act (OSHA) Regul a- wor ker health and safety at hazardous waste
sites, in- the site, requirenents of these regulations nmust be naintained

tions, General I|ndustry Stan- cl udl ng enpl oyee training requirenents.

dards [29 CFR, Part 1910]

OSHA Regul ati ons, Appl i cabl e Provi des recordkeepi ng and reporting requirenents
Recor dkeepi ng and reporting requirenments defined in this rule

Recor dkeepi ng, Reporting, applicable to renedial activities.
will be followed during site renediation

and Rel ated Regul ations [29
CFR, Part 1904]

OSHA Regul ations, Health Appl i cabl e Specifies the type of safety training, equipment,
and Al |l phases of the remedial response project should be executed



and Safety Standards [29 procedures to be used during site investigation

and in conpliance with this regulation

CFR, Part 1926] remedi ati on

Chapter 62-4, FAC, Florida Appl i cabl e Est abl i shes procedures for obtaining pernmts for
sources of Substantive permitting requirenments of this rule will be net

Rul es on Permits, May 1991 pol | uti on
during the renedial action at PSC 42.

Chapter 62-736, FAC, Appl i cabl e Requires warning signs at National Priority List
(NPL) and Because Naval Air Station Jacksonville is currently listed on the

Fl ori da Rul es on Hazar dous FDEP (fornerly FDER) identified hazardous waste
sites to NPL, this requirenent is applicable.

Wast e Warning Signs, August informthe public of the presence of potentially
har nf ul

1994 condi tions.

Notes: NAS = naval air station
CFR = Code of Federal Regul ations.
CERCLA = Conprehensi ve Environnental Response, Conpensation, and Liability Act.
CWA = Clean Water Act.
POTW = publicly owned treatnent works.
FOTW = federally owned treatnent works.
USC = U.S. Code.
FAC = Florida Adnministrative code.
USEPA = U. S. Environnental Protection Agency.
FDEP = Fl orida Departnent of Environnental Protection.
FDER = Fl ori da Departnent of Environnental Regul ation.

2.0 DECI SI ON SUMVARY

2.1 SITE NAME, LOCATI ON, AND DESCRI PTION. NAS Jacksonville is located in Duva
County, Florida, on the western bank of the St Johns River: OU 2 is located in the
northern Part of the installation (Figure 1-3). The official mssion of NAS
Jacksonville is to provide facilities service, and managerial support for the
operation and mai ntenance of naval weapons and aircraft to operating forces of the

U S. Navy as designated by the Chief of Naval Operations. Sone of the tasks required
to acconplish this mssion include operation of fuel storage facilities, perfornmance
of aircraft maintenance, mmi ntenance and operation of engine repair facilities and
test cells for turbojet engines, and support of special weapons systens.

The I and use west of QU 2 is primarily residential and recreational. The Timuguana
Country Club and Golf Course border OU 2 to the west. Access to the country club is
restricted to nmenbers and guests. Two private residences abut the NAS boundary on

the northwest side of OU 2 near the St. Johns River. A residential area (trailer park)
al so abuts the NAS boundary west of the Tinmugquana Country Club; the distance fromthis
trailer park to QU 2 is about 3,000 feet. Access to QU 2 is limted because of its
proximty to the NAS taxi ways and runways, which have additional security requirenents.
A chainlink fence along the base boundary and continuous patrols nake access, by

unaut hori zed personnel unlikely and |imted.

2.2 SITE H STORY AND ENFORCEMENT ACTIVITIES. The area incorporated i nto NAS



Jacksonvill e has been used for U S. Navy operations since 1940. QU 2, which is |located
on the northern part of NAS Jacksonville, has historically been used prinmarily for
wastewater treatment. |Its secondary use has been for fire-fighting training.

Past operations at the wastewater treatnment plant |ocated within OU 2 that possibly
affected soil quality include:

0 drying sludge in unlined beds (PSCs 41 and 43),
0 discharge of treated water to an unlined polishing pond (PSC 42), and
O land disposal of sludge renpved fromthe drying beds (PSCs 3 and 4).

In addition to the treatnment plant, a former fire-fighting training area (PSC 2) is
located within QU 2. Burning fuels within the unlined pit at the training area has
affected soil quality at PSC 2.

Probabl e waste materials disposed of at QU 2 include aviation fuel and waste petrol eum
products (at the former fire-fighting training area), inorganic and organi c conpounds
(at the domestic and industrial wastewater sludge drying beds), and asbestos (at PSC
4). PSC 4 will be evaluated during the site-w de Renedial |nvestigation and
Feasibility Study (RI/FS) to be conducted in 1995. An FRI/FFS study has been conpl et ed
for PSCs 2, 41, and 43, and the | ROD was signed on Septenber 29, 1994. Interim
renmedi al action for PSCs 2, 41, and 43 is scheduled to occur in 1995. An FRI/FFS has
al so been conpleted at PSCs 3 and 42. As a result of this FRI/FFS, it was determ ned
that there was no need for an interimrenedial action at PSC 3. Therefore, PSC 3 will
be included in the site-wide RI/FS with PSC 4. Investigations and site history of

PSC 42 are described briefly in the follow ng paragraphs.

| ROD_PSC. 42

ASW 06. 95

O 2-
PSC 42 is the wastewater treatnment plant effluent polishing pond. It has a capacity

of approximately 5.7 million gallons and was built in 1970 to provide final clarifi-
cation and settling for approximately 2.3 mllion gallons per day of treated wastewater
effluent. It currently contains water from precipitation and seepage from groundwat er
The pond was renoved fromservice in 1987. |t appears that the surface water |eve

in the polishing pond is controlled by both rainfall events and fluctuations in the
groundwat er el evati on.

The USEPA cl assified the polishing pond as a surface water inpoundnent to treat RCRA-
listed hazardous wastes FO006 and FO019 (i.e., wastewater treatnent sludge from

el ectropl ating operations and fromthe chemni cal conversion coating of alumni num
(Process Code T02). The hazardous constituents for which the sludge is |isted consist
of cadm um hexaval ent chrom um nickel, and cyani de (conpl exed) for FO06 and
hexaval ent chronm um and cyani de (conpl exed) for FO019.

In 1988, after a review of groundwater nonitoring data, the FDEP i ssued a Consent Order
requiring closure of the effluent polishing pond. In response to the Consent Order,
NAS Jacksonvill e devel oped a closure plan for the wastewater treatnment plant polishing
pond (PSC 42). This closure plan also included PSCs 41 and 43 at QU 2, and in

Sept enber 1991, FDEP issued a permt for closure and post-closure at PSCs 41, 42, and



43.

As provided in Section VII of the Federal Facility Agreement (FFA), parties should
intend to integrate the Navy's CERCLA response obligations and RCRA corrective action
obligations into any renedial actions. As such, the FFA establishes the nmechani sm
whereby renedi ati on of the PSC will occur under the provisions of CERCLA with RCRA
considered as an ARAR with respect to rel eases of hazardous waste. Further, the FFA
states that permits shall be nodified again after the CERCLA process has resulted in
the final selection of a renedial action

PSC 42 has been investigated for groundwater conpliance with RCRA standards since 1983.
Monitoring wells in the vicinity of the pond were sanpl ed and anal yzed quarterly for

1 year beginning in 1984 in accordance with an FDEP and RCRA cl osure and post-closure
permit. Inorganic constituents exceeded pernit standards at the point of conpliance
monitoring wells in the shall ow aquifer zone.

During July 1994, PSC 42 was included in a sanpling event to assess the potential or
actual contam nation of surface water, sedinment, and biota at three surface water
bodi es | ocated within NAS Jacksonville, and to report any constituent concentrations
that were greater than standards or guidelines established by the Federal anbient water
quality criteria or Florida surface water classification standards. Details concerning
this event can be found in the Sanpling Event Report Number 17, Electrofishing Fisher-
ies Investigation at Sel ected Water Bodies, Naval Air Station, Jacksonville, Florida
(ABB- Envi ronmental Services, Inc. [ABB-ES] 1993b). Sedinment sanples were anal yzed

for volatile organic conmpounds (VOCs), senivolatile organic conpounds (SVQOCs), pesti-

ci des, polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs), and inorganics. According to the Sanpling
Event Report Nunber 17, PSC 42 contained |levels of inorganic conpounds above background
level s in surface water and sedi nent sanpl es.

2.3 HI GHLI GHTS OF COMWUNI TY PARTI Cl PATION. The FRI/FFS report for PSC 42 at QU 2

and the Proposed Plan were conpleted and rel eased to the public on May 10, 1995. These
docunents and other Installation Restoration programinformation are available for
public review in the Informati on Repository and Administrative Record. The repository
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is maintained at-the Charles D. Webb Wesconnett Branch of the Jacksonville Public
Li brary in Jacksonville, Florida. The notice of availability of these docunents was
publi shed in The Florida Times Union on May 10, 1995.

A 30-day public comment period was held from May 10, 1995, to June 9, 1995. Witten
comments were received during the public coment period. Witten comments and
qguestions asked by the public are summari zed and addressed i n Appendi x A, Responsive-
ness Summary.

2.4 SCOPE AND ROLE OF | NTERI M REMEDI AL ACTION. A focused risk evaluation (FRE) was
conducted on the soil surrounding the polishing pond, PSC 42. The FRE did not address
the sludge and water present in the polishing pond; however, these materials are being
treated as part of this remedial action. A risk assessnment on the soil surrounding
the pond i ndicated unacceptable risks were not predicted fromexposure to surface soi
at PSC 42 for either humans, terrestrial wildlife, plants, or soil invertebrates.



RCRA cl osure requirenments support renoval of the source. Therefore, source renobva

was determned to be the interimrenedial action objective for PSC 42. The interim
remedi al action objective for PSC 42 is to reduce future potential risks to human
health and the environment and conply with the RCRA closure plan approved for this
PSC, as discussed in the FRI/FFS report. Metal contam nants are potentially acting

as a continuing source of soil and groundwater contam nation at OU 2. The purpose

of this interimremedial action is to remove this source of contami nation to the soi
and groundwater at OU 2. Based on previous investigations and the eval uati on of ARARs
for this site, the interimrenmedial action identified is in situ stabilization of the
pol i shing pond sludge and standi ng water

Upon conpl etion of the overall RI/FS for QU 2, the need for renedial action to address
groundwat er contamination will be evaluated. This |IROD addresses an interim source
control for contaminated materials at PSC 42 and is consistent with any future renedi a
activities that may take place at the site.

2.5 SITE CHARACTERI STICS. Sanpling and anal ysis of soil, surface water, and sedi nent
found within the effluent polishing pond (PSC 42) were conpleted as part of the focused
RI/FS i nvestigation conducted in Septenber 1994. Soil and sedi nent sanples were

anal yzed for VOCs, SVOCs, pesticides, PCBs, and inorganics. Surface water sanples
fromthe polishing pond were anal yzed for target analyte list (TAL) inorganics and

m scel | aneous wet chenistry paraneters. |n addition to analyzing the surface water

and sedinment within the polishing pond, surface soil sanples around the perineter of
the pond were analyzed to investigate the possible migration of contam nants fromthe
potential of past flooding and mai ntenance activities. All surface soil and sedi nent
sanpl es were first screened for the following nmetals: arsenic, cadm um chrom um | ead,
and nickel. The list of selected netals for screening is based on previous soil and
groundwat er anal ytical results (ABB-ES, 1992b). Based on the findings of the
screening, the soil and sedi ment were analyzed for TAL inorganics. As part of the
base-wi de groundwater nodeling effort conducted in collaboration with the U S

Geol ogi cal Survey (USGS), four piezoneter wells were installed on the south and west
sides (potentially upgradient) of PSC 42. 1n addition to groundwater elevation data,
groundwat er sanples were coll ected and anal yzed for contamni nants of potential concern
(CPC), target conpound list (TCL), and TAL paraneters and selected water quality tests
fromthe four piezonmeter wells and two existing downgradient wells. G oundwater data
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collection was intended to provide data to support an evaluation of renedia
alternatives at PSC 42. The results of the FRI/FFS investigation, which was desi gned
to characterize the extent of netal contami nation at PSC 42, are summarized in this
secti on.

Surrounding soil, surface water, and sedi ment sanples at PSC 42 contai ned inorganics
related to the operation of the polishing pond. Fifty-six soil sanples were collected
fromthe soil surrounding the pond for screening of the five nmetals. Fromthe
screeni ng data, chromium |ead, and cadnm um were the nost often detected netals in

the soil around PSC 42. Chrom um and |lead were detected in all 56 sanples collected
(including 6 field duplicates). All of the detections of chrom um were above
background concentrations, whereas only 40 percent of the |ead sanples were above



background concentrations. Cadmium was detected in 46 of 56 sanples and ni ckel was
detected in 7 of 56 sanples. All detections of cadm um and nickel were above
background concentrations. Arsenic was below detection limts in all 56 screening
sanpl es col lected. Twelve sanples were collected for TAL inorganic analytical results
to confirmthe detection of the above selected screening nmetals. Lead was detected
inall 12 sanples (including 2 field duplicates), chrom umwas detected in 11 of 12
sanpl es, and cadnmi um was detected in 7 of 12 sanmples. |Iron and al um num were present
in all 12 sanples. Antinmony, arsenic, barium beryllium copper, magnesi um nickel
pot assium sodium thallium and vanadi um were not detected. Soil sanples from areas
surroundi ng the effluent polishing pond were also found to contain a pesticide, which
does not appear to be related to PSC 42 operations and may have been a result of past
base-wi de pest control prograns.

Sevent een sedi ment sanples (including two field duplicates) were collected for
screening of the five netals. Fromthe screening data, chrom um cadm um |ead, and
ni ckel were detected in all 17 sanmples (including 2 field duplicates). There was no
detection of arsenic in the sedinent sanples. Four sedinment sanples were collected
for TAL inorganic analyses to confirmthe detection of the above sel ected screening
nmetals. Fifteen TAL inorganic paranmeters were detected in all four sedi nent sanples.
Antinony, arsenic, and selenium were detected in one of the four sanples, and sodi um
and nickel were detected in tw of four sanples. There are no detections of cobalt,
potassium or thallium Two of seventeen sedi nent sanples were subnitted for tota
and hexaval ent chrom um anal ysis. Hexaval ent chrom um was not detected in the sanple,
indicating that the chromumin the sedinent is nost likely in the trivalent oxidation
state.

Three surface sanples in the pond were collected and anal yzed for TAL inorganics.
Metal s detected in all three surface water sanples include alum num barium cal cium
chromium iron, |ead, magnesium nmanganese, nickel, potassium and sodium Zinc was
not detected in two of three sanples. There were no detections of antinony, arsenic,
cadm um copper, mercury, selenium silver, vanadium and cyani de.

I nvestigation of groundwater at PSC 42 in the FRI/FFS was conducted solely for the
pur pose of gathering data to support an evaluation of renedial alternatives for the
sedi nent and surface water. A full evaluation of the groundwater analytical data was
deferred until the execution of the overall OU2 RI/FS report.

2.6 SUWMMARY OF SITE RISKS. An FRE was conpleted as a neans of characterizing
potential risks to humans and the environnment that could be attributed to exposure

to contam nants present in the soil surrounding the polishing pond, PSC 42. The FRE
did not address the sludge and water present in PSC 42 (polishing pond); however, these
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materials are being treated as part of this renedial action. A risk assessnent on
the soil surrounding the pond indicated unacceptable risks were not predicted from
exposure to surface soil at PSC 42 for either humans, terrestrial wildlife, plants,
or soil invertebrates. However, RCRA closure requirenents support removal of the

source, the sedi nent and surroundi ng surface soil, to conply with ARARs for PSC 42.

2.7 SELECTED REMEDY. O the three alternatives evaluated, the selected interim



renedi al action for source control at the PSC 42 at QU 2 is Alternative 3, described
in the FRI/FFS report for QU 2. Alternative 3 involves:

0 site preparation and installation of the in situ nobile stabilization unit,

0 berming and lining the area surroundi ng the pond perineter to prevent pond
overfl ow,

O in situ stabilization of polishing pond sludge and water, and
O denobilization and site restoration.

The concentrations of contam nants in the materials at PSC 42 are above the RCRA Land
Di sposal Restrictions (LDR) treatnment standards for those hazardous wastes and, thus,
woul d require treatnent prior to disposal. As previously discussed, the naterials
are contaninated with netals. The treatnment technol ogy proposed in this alternative
is in situ stabilization, which involves inmobilizing the metals in the contani nated
mat eri al by adding a setting agent such as Portland cement. Metals are not destroyed
by this treatnent process, but rather becone physically and chenically entrapped in
the resulting material, which can take the formof a semisolid to a solid. Long-term
monitoring of this treated soil is contenplated under RCRA and will be incorporated
in the final renedy for QU 2.

The sides of the polishing pond will be berned to the necessary elevation to provide
room for the added stabilization mxture; i.e., concrete, sand, and any reagents.
After the in situ stabilization process, the product and contani nated pond water will
remain in place.

Once treatnment is conpleted, the site will be graded and seeded for revegetation
Al'l equi prrent and features associated with the interimrenediati on woul d be renoved
at the end of the process.

The Navy estimates the total cost of this interimrenedial action to be $2,605, 000
to construct and naintain.

2.8 STATUTORY DETERM NATIONS. The interimrenedial action selected for inplenentation
at PSC 42 is consistent with CERCLA and the National O and Hazardous Substances
Contingency Plan (NCP). The selected remedies are protective of human health and the
environnent, attain ARARs, and are cost effective. The selected renmedies also satisfy
the statutory preference for renedial treatnent of nmetals that significantly reduces
the nmobility, toxicity, or volune of hazardous substances as a principal elenment.
Because this renedy is not intended as the final action for renediation of the

contanmi nated soil and groundwater at OU 2, the statutory preference for treatnent of

this media will be addressed during the final FS for OU 2. Long-term nonitoring of
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this treated soil is contenplated under RCRA and will al so be incorporated into the

final renmedy for QU 2.

Additionally, the selected renedy uses alternate treatnent technol ogi es or resource



recovery technol ogies to the maxi mum extent practicable. Because this renedy is not
intended as the final renmedial effort for groundwater at OU 2, any contam nated nedi a
remai ning onsite after this interimrenedial action will be addressed during the
overall RI/FS for QU 2 and the resulting Record of Decision.

2.9 DOCUMENTATI ON OF SI GNI FI CANT CHANGES. There are no significant changes in this
interimremnmedial action fromthat described in the Proposed Pl an
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APPENDI X A

RESPONSI VENESS SUMVARY

Appendi x A, Responsiveness Sunmary

The Responsi veness Summary serves three purposes. First, it provides regulatory
agencies with information about the community preferences regarding the renedia
alternatives presented for Potential Source of Contam nation (PSC) 42, at Operable

Unit (OU) 2, Naval Air Station (NAS) Jacksonville. Second, the Responsiveness Sumary
docunent s how public comments have been considered and integrated into the decision-
maki ng process. Third, it provides the Navy, U S. Environmental Protection Agency
(USEPA), and Fl orida Departnment of Environmental Protection (FDEP) with the opportunity
to respond to each coment submitted.

The Focused Renedi al |nvestigation and Focused Feasibility Study for PSCs 3 and 42
and the Proposed Plan for PSC 42 were made available in an information repository
mai nt ai ned at the Charles D. Webb Wesconnett Branch of the Jacksonville Public Library.

The foll owing conments were received during the public comment peri od.

Responsi veness Sunmmary
InterimRecord of Decision
Potential Source of Contamination 42 at Operable Unit 2
Naval Air Station Jacksonville
Jacksonville, Florida

Conmment Response

NO COMMENTS RECEI VED



